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Comes Mow, Glacier Well Service, Inc., Respondent above named ond
respectiully answers the foregoing compluint as follows:

1.1 With repard 1o pampraphs | theough 6 of the complaint, Respondent deems
than said parngrophs do not reguire an sdmission or denidl. To the extent
paragraphs | through 6 sllege o violotion Respondent denies the same,

1.2 In snswering parsgraph 7 of the complaint, Respondent admits the sume,
1.3 I unswenme parnpraph 8 of the complamt. Respondent admits the same.

1.4 In inswering paragraph 9 of the complaing, Respondent denies thot he
operates a Class Vo well, but admits the business is located st the listed
oddress. Under 40 C.F.R. 14481, Respondent fails 1o meet the definition. 1t
appenrs thal the EPA is clsiming that Respondent fit under Seétion
144 811016, but Respondent does not conduet any of the work listed in the
subsection andl does not conduct vehicle repair work,

1.5 In nnswering paragraph 10 of the complaint, Respondent demies the same.

1.6 In pmswering paragraph 11 of the complnnt, Respondent lacks sulficiem
knowledge about the date and therefore denies the sume. Respondent denies
the remuining portion of the pardaruph for the smme reasons.

1.7 In answering parsgraph 12 of the comploint, Respondent démes the same.
Respondent denies because it did not gperate o Cluss V well.

o



1.8 Inanswering parograph 13 of the complaint, Respondent lacks sufficient
knowledge 15 to the dates and therefore denies the same. Respondent also
affirmotively nlleges that be closed off the svstem after receiving notice so
that no Muids could get 1nto the svstem.

1.9 In answering paragraph 14 of the complaint, Respondent lacks sufficient
knowledpe as 1o the date and therefore denics the same. Other than the date

Respondent admits the remaining portion of the paragraph.

LA Inanswering paragraph 15 of the complaint, Respondent lacks sufficient
knowledge as 1 the date and therefore denies the same. Other than 1he date
Respandent sdoits the remmining portion of the pamgraph.

131 In answering parmgraph 16 of the complaint, Respondent admits the
defimition but denies that Respondent fits the definition.

112 In answering pamgraph 17 of the complaint, Respondent lucks sufficient
kntveddedpe as 1o the date and therefore demes the same. Other than the date
Respondent ndmits that it submitted a plan but denies that it had o Class V
sy siem,

A3 o answering paragraph 18 of the complaint, Respondent lacks sufTicien
knowledpe as to the date snd therefore denies the same, (ther than the date
Respondent admits that it received approval of its plan but denies thit it had o
Class ¥V systemn

14 In answering purngraph 19 of the complaint, Respondent lacks suificiem
knowledge as to the dute and therefore denies the same. Other than the dote
Respondem admats that it closed its system, but denies that it had o Class V
svilem

LIS In anawering paragraph 20 of the complaing, Respondent denies that there
are underground sources ol drnking water nearby and further denies the
existence of aquifers.

L6 Inamswering parsgrapl 21 of the complaimt, Respondent denies that it was
operating a well in violotion ol the cited section because It wis not a Class ¥
system and lurther because Respondent plugged his system upon receiving
notive 2 described herein. Further Respondent denies that it operated
mamtsitied or conducted “any imjection activity that allowed the movement of
Nuid containing any contaminant imo underground drinking water sources”™
under Section (44,12,

117 In answering parngraph 22 of the complamt, Responden) denies the same
and further alleges that even if the system was a violution Respondent made
good fuith eifors w comply.



118 In answering paragraph 23 of the comploint, Respondent denies the same
and further alleges tht it does not gross revenues of $1.4 million as nllcged
il averages well below that figure in gros revenues.

149 With regard w paragraphs 24 throogh 27 of the complaint, Respondent
deems that suid paragraphs do not require an sdmission or denial, To the
extent paragraphs 24 through 27 allege o violation Respondent denies the
same,

Respondent further requests a public hearing.
WHEREFORE, Responden prays for the following relief*
That Complaioant 1ake nothing by way of their petition,

For Respondent’s costs and stworney s feos if permitied by Taw,
For such other reliel as is decmed appropriate.
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Dated this 15" diy of October, 2007,

< Thane Johnson

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is tiv certify that the forcpome was duly served by the undersigned in person
or by madl upon all partics or attorneys of record (0 this matter ot their address or
addresses this | 5" day of Oclober, 2007
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